This approach is in marked contrast to that found in the Dead Sea Scrolls, and also with that attributed to the Sadducees in our sources. Regarding the Qumran corpus, we seem to be dealing with a group that places authority in written texts, rather than in both written and oral traditions. To the sectarians of Qumran, there was a written text that transmitted God's revealed word, and it was accompanied by exegetical teachings; but whether in the halakhic sphere or the aggadic-to borrow the rabbinic terms-these interpretations were closely based on the written word, and they themselves were always written, even if they may have emerged from discussion-an oral activity to be sure. While the sectarians recognized the ‫,נסתר‬ the hidden teachings derived from their interpretation, and while this category has a degree of commonality with the rabbinic oral law in that they are both supplements to the written Torah, the nistar knows no oral authority. Authority derives from inspired sectarian interpretation, not from some chain of tradition. Indeed, the sect asserts that the link of tradition was broken, and they alone have recovered the true teachings. They reject the Pharisaic view of the "traditions of the elders." 5 That the sect subscribes to a written culture is clear not only from their collection of so many books, but also from the mention of detailed record-keeping. There were to be lists of members in accord with rank, lists of property brought into the sect, lists of military units, and even dockets of reproof offered before the mevaqqer, an official of the sect.
